If the wife of a member of the Working Committee is
actively engaged in "planning the bomb outrages and other acts
of terrorism" she should be tried before a court of law and
punished if found guilty. The lady you refer to could only have
done the things attributed to her after the wholesale arrests of
9th August last which I have dared to describe as leonine
violence.
You say that the time is not yet ripe,to publish the charges
against the Congress. Have you ever thought of the possibility
6:5 their being found baseless when they are put before an
impartial tribunal, or that some of the condemned persons might
have died in the meanwhile, or that some of the evidence that
the living can produce might become unavailable?
I reiterate the statement that the principle of civil disobe-
dience is implicitly conceded in the settlement of 5th March,
1931, arrived at between the then Viceroy on behalf of the
Government of India and myself on behalf of the Congress. I
hope you know that the principal Congressmen were discharged
before that settlement was even thought of. Certain reparations
wjere made to Congressmen under that settlement. Civil dis-
j^bedience was discontinued only on conditions being fulfilled
by the Government. That by itself was, in my opinion, an
acknowledgement of its legitimacy, of course under given
circumstances. It therefore seems somewhat strange to find you
maintain that civil disobedience "cannot be recognized as being
in any circumstances legitimate by your Government". You
ignore the practice of the British Government which has recog-
nized its legitimacy under the name of "passive resistance".
Lastly you read into my letters a meaning which is wholly
Ij^jpjisistent with my declaration, in one of them, of adherence
tcn^iadulterated non-violence. For, you say in your letter under
reply, that "acceptance of my point of view would be to concede
that the authorized Government of the country on which lies
the responsibility for maintaining peace and good order, should
allow movements to take place that would admit preparations
for violence, interruptions of communications, for attacks on
innocent persons, for murders of police officers and others, to
proceed unchecked". I must be a strange friend of yours whom
y^Sftk^eve to be capable of asking for recognition of such things
as lawful.
I have not attempted an exhaustive reply to the views and
statements attributed to me. This is not the place nor the time
for such reply. I have only picked out those things which in my
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